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Abstract
The starting point of the contribution is the question of how the dynamics of social encounters in the city are shaped by
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migration society as contestations of social and class recognition, which are played out at different levels and in specific
urban places. Based on narrative interviews and field observations, it is shown how urban coexistence is experienced and
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into question.
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1. Introduction
Referring to the many terms like ‘arrival city’ (Saunders,
2010) ‘super-diversity’ (e.g., Vertovec, 2007) or ‘convivi-
ality’ (Wise & Noble, 2016) urban research has recently
focused on the significance of urban contexts, neigh-
bourhoods as well as particular settings, which are char-
acterised by international immigration, cultural diver-
sity and fluctuation in an increasingly globalised world
(e.g., also Albeda, Teersteg, Oosterlynck, &Verschraegen,
2018; Hall, 2015; Saunders, 2010; Wessendorf, 2013).
At the same time, these processes are accompanied by
controversial everyday practices, discourses and policies
in dealing with migration and diversity. Thus, new forms
of comprehensive social inclusion, which are discussed
and practised at different levels and which form the ba-
sis for equal participation in urban societies, are con-
fronted with defensive reactions and new forms of exclu-
sion, marginalization and discrimination (e.g., Foroutan,
2015). Against this backdrop, a growing interest is dis-
cernible in particular place-based configurations, which
are shaped by different social dynamics due to their gen-
esis, their integration into regional economies and local
politics (e.g., Berg & Sigona, 2013; Schmiz & Räuchle,
2019). Correspondingly, scholars emphasize the funda-
mental role of specific local discourses, policies and con-
stellations of actors, which impact the perception and
handling of migration processes and the negotiation of
social belonging and difference in urban contexts at dif-
ferent scales (e.g., Barbehön&Münch, 2016; Biehl, 2015;
Hinger & Schäfer, 2019; Pott, 2018).
Against this backdrop, this contribution aims to ap-
proach interrelations between, on the one hand, local ev-
eryday practices and coexistence and on the other hand,
discourses anddevelopment paths of urbanmigration so-
cieties. The focuswas on the question of how in urban so-
cieties, that are characterized by migration and diversity,
a sense of a commonplace is created, how difference is
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dealt with, and to what extent togetherness in the neigh-
bourhood is entangled with the topic of ‘migration’ on
different scales.
These questions will be investigated using the empir-
ical example of two districts in the cities of Leipzig and
Munich, which are shaped, among other things, by the
respective migration histories in East andWest Germany.
In order to critically question essentialist, ethnically fixed
research perspectives and a methodological nationalism
(e.g., Glick-Schiller, Çağlar, &Guldbrandsen, 2006) aswell
as problem- and potential-oriented perspectives on ur-
ban neighbourhoods marked by diversity and immigra-
tion (e.g., Pütz & Rodatz, 2013), the article draws on a
postmigrant perspective as a kind of heuristic entry point.
In this respect, also the criticism of linear development
concepts like integration and modernization paradigms,
which impact prevailing ideas about living together in ur-
ban quarters, is an essential point. Here, the reference to
‘ordinary’ places and encounters also seeks to indicate a
critical awareness of the reproduction of hierarchies be-
tween supposedly more highly developed and less de-
veloped urban contexts in dealing with difference, mi-
gration and diversity (e.g., Robinson, 2006). Against this
backdrop, Section 2 outlines the critical-normative con-
cern of a postmigrant perspective on society as well as
the analytical consequences derived from it. In Section 3,
the overall urban embedding of the two case studies in-
vestigated is introduced. This is followed by a presenta-
tion of the qualitative research approach (Section 4) and
the empirical results, based on ethnographic field studies
and in-depth interviews (Section 5).
2. A Postmigrant Perspective on Urban Societies?
Artists and activists, who aimed to raise critical aware-
ness for the experiences of the descendants of ‘guest-
worker’ immigration in (West-)Germany, initially have
introduced the catchphrase ‘postmigrant society’ to
the German-speaking sphere (Langhoff, 2012). They in-
tended to deconstruct the label ‘migration’ as a kind
of extraordinary and stigmatizing status ascribed over
generations and thus to fight against discrimination
(Espahangizi, 2016; Langhoff, 2012). Against this back-
ground, the term has increasingly found its way into so-
ciopolitical and scientific discussions. It has to be high-
lighted, that the suffix ‘post’ is generally negotiated less
as a ‘chronological after’ than in the sense of an episte-
mological turn or the overcoming of hegemonic patterns
of thought in order to rethink “the entire field in which
themigration discourse is embedded” (Hill & Yildiz, 2018,
p. 7). In essence, it refers to a fundamental political recog-
nition of the heterogeneous structure of society and the
fact that migration fundamentally and ultimately irre-
versibly shapes coexistence (e.g., Bojadžijev & Römhild,
2014; Foroutan, 2015). In the sense of a social-analytical
approach, a ‘postmigrant’ perspective is, beyond others,
dealing with those social constructs and power relations
that are changing in the course of international mobility
and networking and that produce new realities of coex-
istence (Espahangizi, 2016; Römhild, 2017). Therefore, a
pivotal moment of the analysis must be seen in a critical
examination of the contradictions and shifts that arise in
the context of the social debates on migration and inte-
gration,which are concealingmore fundamental negotia-
tions in dealingwith plurality under general conditions of
globalization (Foroutan, 2018, p. 21). Negotiations of mi-
nority positions, ambivalences in the positioning towards
‘migration,’ and antagonisms between advocates and op-
ponents of the plurality are representing characteristic
points of friction and lines of conflict of recent (postmi-
grant) societies (El-Mafaalani, 2018; Foroutan, 2016). In
this regard:
It is not a question of denying or discussing away the
categories of migration and ethnicity, but rather of ex-
ploring how ethnicized and ‘migrationalized’ views of
theworld—of individuals, in institutions and politics—
are produced, transformed and interact with other
perspectives on societal ‘difference.’ (Dahinden, 2016,
p. 8; author’s translation)
Thus, the deconstruction of the social production of
‘migration’ as a result of historical and spatial catego-
rizations and narratives of belonging or not belonging
is central, based on which context-dependent bound-
aries between ‘migrants’ and ‘non-migrants’ are drawn
(e.g., Amelina, 2017). Against this backdrop, in the frame
of this contribution, the postmigrant approach aims to
questionmajority social assumptions in urban and neigh-
bourhood research from the perspective of a migration
society. One task in this context is to overcome and de-
construct natio-ethno-cultural categorizations conceptu-
ally and at the same time the consideration of the soci-
etal obstacles, inclusions and exclusions associated with
the attribution ‘migration’ in the urban everyday. In the
frame of the empirical analysis, the postmigrant perspec-
tive is intended to raise awareness for a way of thinking
about urban coexistence, with regard to the following as-
pects: In the sense of a de-marginalization of the diverse
life concepts which are related to various migration bi-
ographies, the recognition of the contributions of ‘new-
comers’ to urban coexistence, and the deconstruction of
conflicts around the issue ‘migration’ as a proxy for dis-
putes about social inequality, belongings and exclusions
in urban societies.
The comparative case study presented in this contri-
bution aims to trace the phenomena of postmigrant so-
cieties across sites and scales. The question of the differ-
entiated constellations in which social coexistence in the
neighbourhood can take shape is examined using the ex-
ample of an East and aWest German housing estate: The
district Nordhaide in Munich in southwest Germany and
the large housing estate Paunsdorf in the East German
city of Leipzig. In this regard, both, the postmigrant and
the comparative approach together forma kind of heuris-
tic tool, to investigate the general, explorative question
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of urban coexistence under the conditions of growing
mobility and migration. Here an understanding of case
study comparisons comes to the fore which refers to the
critique on fixed research entities and which is rather
oriented on the investigation of phenomena and pro-
cesses that are influenced by actors and events at differ-
ent places and at different scales (e.g., Barlett & Vavrus,
2017; Glick-Schiller & Çağlar, 2009). By critically question-
ing dichotomies, static categories and self-evident no-
tions, this comparative approach reveals important simi-
larities with the core ideas of a postmigrant view of soci-
ety. In order to make the empirical findings on the neigh-
bourhood level comprehensible in their overall urban
embedding, central urban development and integration
policy lines for both cities are first outlined in the follow-
ing section.
3. The Case Study Design: Focus on East and West
German Histories of Migration
Even Munich and Leipzig are recently considered to be
the most dynamically growing cities in Germany, differ-
ent histories of migration shape local development and
urban discourses. While integration andmigration issues
were little in the focus of urban development strategies
in East German cities due to the dominance of emigra-
tion problems, shrinkage and small proportions of city
dwellers of foreign origin, West German cities, in con-
trast, have been characterised by robust international
migration flows and associated integration policy rou-
tines, since decades (Münch, 2013). The proportion of
residents with an immigration background in the two
case studies reflects those different development paths
(Table 1). Here, 45% of Munich residents with a so-called
‘migration background’ show that multiple affiliations
and transnational biographies are representing more or
less the social norm in the Bavarian capital. For Leipzig,
on the other hand, there are signs of a process, which
might be interpreted as a kind of catch-up development
to internationalisation. Although the proportion of in-
habitants with amigration background currently appears
to be relatively low at 15% compared with other cities in
Germany, international immigration has become much
more important in recent years. Apparent structural dif-
ferences between the two cities under investigation are
evident in the length of stay and the legal residence sta-
tus of immigrants. The proportion of long-term resident
migrants, but also those who belong to the second and
third generation of immigrants, is significantly lower in
Leipzig than in the Bavarian capital. At the same time, EU
citizens dominate among Munich’s residents who come
from abroad, at just under 50%. In Leipzig, on the other
hand, temporary residence permits (38%) determine the
living situations of immigrants to a much greater extent
(Figure 1). Even if a wide range of individual social sit-
uations is underlying these framework conditions, they
indicate different overarching challenges and routines in
dealing with immigration and difference in the two cities.
3.1. Munich: A Super-Diverse Metropolis and the
Importance of Immigration of ‘Guest Workers’
Alongwith Frankfurt amMain and Stuttgart, the Bavarian
state capital is one of the major cities in Germany whose
inhabitants are most strongly influenced by experiences
of migration. The international immigration of workers
recruited from 1955 onwards made a decisive contribu-
tion toMunich’s economic boom in the 1960s and 1970s.
The statement of the then Lord Mayor Hans-Jochen
Vogel “Munich is a city of immigration!” marked as early
as 1970 a paradigm shift in municipal policy recognizing
the irreversible importance of migration for urban devel-
opment (Hess & Moser, 2015, p. 15). The significance
of international immigration for the demographic and
economic growth of the entire city region continued in
the following decades. Between 1996 and 2015, interna-
tional immigration accounted for around two-thirds of
Munich’s population growth. However, themain reasons
why migration and integration are hardly ever problema-
tized in public discourse in the sense of parallel societies
are to be seen above all in the interplay between eco-
nomic prosperity and an integration policy that is gen-
erally regarded as routine and is based on many years
of experience in civil society and administration (Aybek,
2009). In a comparison of major German cities, Munich
stands out for its lowest unemployment rates and high-
est purchasing power ratios for many years. This eco-
nomic strength is reflected in the social composition of
the city’s inhabitants: The share of higher earners and
qualified is generally high in a German city comparison—
Table 1. Socio statistical indicators and research design.
Leipzig-Paunsdorf City of Leipzig Milbertshofen/Am Hart* City ofMunich
Inhabitants with ‘immigration 18.2 15.4 62.0 (74.2*) 45.1
background’ in 2019 (%)
2020 City Council Election
AfD (right-wing party; %) 26.3 14.9 5.5 4.4
Voter turnout (%) 43.1 59.7 36.3 49.0
Unemployment rate in 2019 (%) 8.9 4.7 3.2 2.8
Note: * Nordhaide belongs administratively to the District 11 Milbertshofen-Am Hart.
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Figure 1. Residence status and length of stay of the foreign population in Munich and Leipzig (%) in 2019. Source: Wiest
(2019), based on data from the Federal Statistical Office, Wiesbaden, 2019.
also among Munich’s migrant population (Huss, 2010).
At the same time, under the conditions of a tense hous-
ing market and corresponding living costs, even middle-
income groups have difficult access to housing. Against
this backdrop, the state capital has already been trying
to counteract social segregation processes in the urban
area with the instrument of ‘socially just land readjust-
ment’ since the mid-1990s. In the planning of the study
example of Nordhaide, this strategy has been fully em-
ployed (subsections 3.3 and 5.1).
3.2. Leipzig: A Demographic Exception in East Germany?
In the context of Leipzig’s urban development policy,
the significance of migration is being discussed primarily
against the background of a long-standing negative pop-
ulation trend. Until the end of the 1990s, the city had
to struggle with the structural problems typical of East
German municipalities, like in particular substantial out-
migration and ageing. International immigrationwas per-
ceived above all as an opportunity in the fight against va-
cancies and decay (City of Leipzig, 2013, p. 29). As the
city increasingly developed from a shrinking to a growing
metropolis in the 2000s, the social composition of those
moving in also changed. Since 2010, international immi-
gration increasingly influenced Leipzig. Accordingly, the
proportion of the population with an immigration back-
ground has risen significantly from 6% in 2000 to 15% in
2019. In the course of these processes, the issues of mi-
gration and integration have come more and more into
focus, both for economic promotion and urban develop-
ment planning. Leipzig’s strategic orientation is centred
on the image of the “cosmopolitan and tolerant city,”
which refers to the city’s traditional trade fair and trade
functions (City of Leipzig, 2018a, A-15). In these contexts,
xenophobia is perceived as a particular threat to a posi-
tive image and competitiveness in interurban competi-
tion. Accordingly, the city is trying vigorously to distance
itself from the image of East German xenophobia (Wiest
& Kirndörfer, 2019).
At the same time, under the conditions of growing de-
mand on the housingmarket, segregation of social strata,
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but also ethnic affiliations, are increasingly perceived
as a threat to social cohesion (City of Leipzig, 2018a,
C 2.5–13). In a comparison of major German cities, socio-
spatial inequality, concerning indicators such as unem-
ployment rates and educational qualifications, but also
of residents with an immigration background, is striking
in East German cities such as Leipzig (Helbig & Jähnen,
2018). These patterns become particularly evident in the
large housing estates on the outskirts of the city. Here,
new development perspectives were emerging after a
long phase of shrinkage due to the influx of refugees
between 2014 and 2016. The settlement of Paunsdorf,
which was the focus of the study, is an example of
these processes.
3.3. Munich Nordhaide and Leipzig Paunsdorf: Two
Housing Estates on the Outskirts of the City
Even the settlements of Munich Nordhaide and Leipzig
Paunsdorf have been little in the focus of local pub-
lic and media attention, they both represent constella-
tions which can be regarded as typical for the migra-
tion histories and the internationalization process of the
two cities studied. Between 1999 and 2011, the district
Nordhaide as was newly developed as part of an ur-
ban development project in the northern outskirts of
Munich (LH München, 2012). Despite the generally high
proportion of international residents in Munich, this dis-
trict stands out in this respect: 74% of Nordhaide’s in-
habitants have a so-called migration background, which
representing various generations of immigrants and re-
gions of origin (Table 1). However, the internationality
of the population is not primarily because the area is
the first destination for newcomers in the city. It is also
related to inner-city relocation chains and the employ-
ment structures in nearby companies and the working
places of the generation of ‘guest workers,’ such as the
BMW facilities. From the very beginning, the planning
concept of Nordhaide was directed towards a heteroge-
neous social structure, promoting encounters between
different groups of residents and providing a wide range
of housing for different income groups with publicly sub-
sidised rental housing, privately financed rental housing
and owner-occupied and rental housing subsidised by
the City of Munich (Empirica, 2011).
The Leipzig study example, Paunsdorf, was built
from 1985 onwards as one of the last large housing
estates of the German Democratic Republic’s industrial
prefabricated concrete panel construction. From 2013,
after a pronounced phase of population shrinkage, it
gained in importance as a destination for international
immigration—a development that was initially related to
the importance of the neighbourhood for the accommo-
dation of refugees. Although it is not one of the districts
of Leipzig with the highest proportion of citizens with an
immigration background, the housing estate is attributed
an “increasing role in the integration/inclusion of resi-
dents with an immigration background due to the signifi-
cantly increasing proportion of foreigners in the district”
(City of Leipzig, 2018b, p. 2, Table 1). In particular, the co-
incidence of an “above-average proportion of migrants
with a disadvantaged German population” with urban
peaks in old age and child poverty is perceived as a chal-
lenge for social urban development policy (City of Leipzig,
2018b, p. 36, Table 1).
4. Research Design: Ethnographic Fieldwork and
Narrative Interviews
For the research on urban coexistence and dealing with
diversity, the study referred to an understanding of space
that defines ‘neighbourhood’ as “a contextually embed-
ded central location of everyday life and individual social
spheres, socially constructed by external and internal ac-
tions, but blurred contoured” (Schnur, 2008, p. 40). Even
more than neighbourhoods, concrete places and institu-
tions are considered as focal points where multiple tradi-
tions, experiences and knowledge encounter. For exam-
ple, kindergartens and schools, but also libraries, youth
clubs and residents’ centres can be cited as appropri-
ate fields in which the negotiation of societal plurality
can be explored. Accordingly, intensive phases of partic-
ipatory observation took place between winter of 2017
and spring of 2019 in local youth clubs, neighbourhood
houses and self-organised women’s cafés. The observa-
tions were documented in detail by field notes. Beyond
that, the research team regularly visited neighbourhood-
related working groups, network meetings and district
festivals, to some of which it actively contributed.
43 guideline-based narrative interviews respectively
discussions in small groups with residents (11 in
Paunsdorf and 10 in Nordhaide) and with representa-
tives of sociocultural and educational institutions (e.g.,
kindergartens, day-care centres, residents’ centres, lo-
cal associations, social workers, politicians; 11 in both
Nordhaide and Paunsdorf) provide a further empirical
basis. Within the framework of already existing contacts,
the interviewees were contacted via multipliers and via
snowball system. In order to enable interviewees to un-
fold narratives about coexistence and biographical expe-
riences from an individual perspective, without sugges-
tively influencing them, narrative stimuli were given that
were kept rather general and neutral. The questions tar-
geted neighbourly relations, the situation of newly arriv-
ing, how encounters between people of different origins
and changes of the neighbourhood were experienced,
how commitment and involvement into local institutions
came about and about the role of (multiple) belonging
to regions of origin. The narrative interviews were con-
ducted in German, although the language skills of the in-
terviewees were very different. In some cases, language
mediators supported communication.
The analysis of the text material—transcribed inter-
views and field notes—is oriented on the logic and in-
terpretation guidelines of a Grounded Theory (Glaser &
Strauss, 1979; Przyborski & Wohlrab-Sahr, 2014). Thus,
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a category-based interpretation scheme was developed,
referring to a ‘postmigrant society’ as a heuristic frame.
The following questions were addressed to the mate-
rial: Which inclusions and exclusions are relevant or dis-
cernible? (How) is the topic of ‘migration’ instrumental-
ized? To what extent and in what contexts are national-
ethnic-cultural origins addressed? Are internationality
and diversity regarded as irreversible processes? Can in-
clusive exclusions of ‘migration’ be identified?What role
do places of encounter play (in terms of learning, inclu-
sion and exclusion, representation)? The intention was
to trace subjective-individual insights aswell as the range
of subjective interpretations and explanatory patterns
that reflect general site-related structures but cannot be
causally derived from themandwhich are integrated into
overarching contexts and interdependencies.
5. Dealing with Diversity in Nordhaide and Paunsdorf:
Unquestioned Normality, Struggles for Recognition
and Mirror of Urban Inequalities
The following consideration of everyday settings on the
neighbourhood level aims to make the different per-
spectives and practices of actors comprehensible and
to approach the structures that generate a sense of
shared place or belonging in the respective local soci-
eties shaped by diversity. The consideration of an East
German and a West German neighbourhood also indi-
cates how different local framework conditions inter-
twine with overarching urban discourses and influence
the negotiation of difference and diversity.
5.1. Munich Nordhaide: Normalcy of Otherness on the
Margins of the Cosmopolitan Metropolis
When entering the local shopping centre Mira or the
Metro station, the multiplicity of languages, migration
biographies, educational and religions backgrounds of
Nordhaide’s inhabitants is striking. Older residents be-
longing to the first generation of immigrants are standing
beside newcomers from outside Europe, while younger
inhabitants of the second or third generation of immi-
grants, who grew up in Munich are passing in groups.
Several playgrounds and arranged seating arrangements
characterize the public space. Less visible to the visitor
is the institutional setting of the residential area, which
is characterised by numerous social and childcare facil-
ities that provide important opportunities for the devel-
opment of social networks and interaction. An important
key actor in this regard is the Diakonie Hasenbergl e.V.
who is running an open children’s club, a kinder garden,
a residents’ centre and is initiating several neighbour-
hood projects. Although the Diakonie is representing the
protestant church, the diversity of religious, cultural and
national backgrounds of staff and clients shapes the ev-
eryday work in many of their projects. It may indicate,
that ‘diversity’ stands out as a dominant categorization
of the local reality in the North of Munich. Based on
field notes, the following section will sketch everyday life
in the residents’ centre Nordhaide in order to demon-
strate how different biographies and individual experi-
ences meet in one place and how the coexistence of dif-
ferent groups is negotiated.
5.1.1. The Residents’ Centre as an Instance of Everyday
Cosmopolitanism
M., a young German teacher originating from
Uzbekistan and now the leader of the residents’ cen-
tre, welcomes me and reports some news: Christmas
went well, there were many children there, a volun-
teer played Santa Claus. Soon they also want to cel-
ebrate the Muslim breaking of the fast. Then O., a
young woman from Belorussia, comes in, she is doing
her internship. When discussing the different offers
of the institution, it occurs to her that they do not
yet have any offer for men. The bike workshop and
a games evening are mentioned. W., a German pen-
sioner, is in the house every day to check on things,
which seems to be an important anchor point for
her. She considers the centre to be her family, ‘be-
cause her family does not care.’ Much of the work is
about getting the neighbours out of their apartments.
For example, S., a young mother with Turkish roots,
was motivated by the staff members to organize a
women’s breakfast. Besides possibilities of voluntary
employment and to improve her German, S. is also in-
terested in community and joy without a specific pur-
pose. Many women participated in her breakfast due
to mouth-to-mouth propaganda, and S. considered
it as a great personal success. It is only one example
how—besides concrete solutions to problems and op-
portunities to earn additional income—the different
projects, above all, open up new, everyday commu-
nication spaces. An essential event in this respect is
also the common lunch table of the resident’s cen-
tre, where all employees, some residents and school
children of different origins, language skills and back-
grounds are gathered. At the table, they chat about
common everyday problems like housekeeping or dif-
ficulties in school—sometimes in different languages.
The atmosphere is cheerful and relaxed. (Shortened
field notes of October 26, 2017, February 6, 2018, and
February 15, 2019; Pilz, 2019).
The participating field observations illustrate that con-
viviality across ethnic and cultural differences in the
resident’s centre is unquestioned normality or a kind
routinized coexistence (e.g., Berding, 2019; Wessendorf,
2013). Much suggests that the different biographies and
origins of the actors create a space of group identification
that is not based on ethnic, national or religious affilia-
tions, but on joint work, on activities but also biographi-
cal experiences as women and mothers. Everyday life in
this setting thus comes across as an instance of every-
day cosmopolitanism. Conviviality refers to this particu-
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lar place and shared interests rather than on ethnicity or
origin. The interactions and offers enable the formation
of social networks, and the transfer of everyday practi-
cal information, resources like assistance for school chil-
dren aswell as emotional support. An important issue for
the success of the offers are the personalmigration histo-
ries of key actors (see, e.g., NH_Ex4, NH_Ex5, and NH_B6
in the Supplementary File). At the same time, it became
clear in various interactions in the neighbourhood that
supposed cultural conditions and attributions are repeat-
edly used as explanations for societal questions andprob-
lems (Pilz, 2019, p. 41). One recurring, underlying motif
in this context is the representation of a Munich soci-
ety, which is considered to be progressive, tolerant and
affluent—and which is represented by middle-class citi-
zens, usually with German roots. This image is called into
question, is controversial debated and at the same time
continually being consolidated—however, it is ultimately
still present in many professional positions and institu-
tional hierarchies (see, e.g., NH_Ex3 and NH_Ex5 in the
Supplementary File).
5.1.2. Who Belongs to the City?
That Munich’s North or rather the Nordhaide is contin-
uously and irreversibly shaped by a variety of origins
and migration biographies is a hardly questioned issue
among the inhabitants. However, while the issue ‘diver-
sity’ refers in the overall urban context to a progres-
sive, tolerant urban society, it appears in the case of
Nordhaide, as the feature of a special case or devia-
tion, instead. At the same time and despite the exist-
ing national-ethno-cultural diversity in the neighbour-
hood, a kind of dominant culture which is supposed to
be ‘German’ is continuously referred to in talks and ev-
eryday encounters. This imagination seems to represent
an anchor for daily work and coexistence, and its ques-
tioning is sometimes seen as a threat to the smooth
functioning of everyday life. Attempts to make an ef-
fort of ‘all’ cultural traditions and origins was viewed
critically in some of the talks (see NH_B5, NH_B2, and
NH_B9 in the Supplementary File). In this regard, resi-
dents with own migration biography—in particular the
generation of ‘guest workers’—mentioned the impres-
sion of a devaluation of own adaptation and integration
achievements (see, e.g., NH_B2, NH_B4, and NH_B5 in
the Supplementary File).
That an idea of a Munich majority society of German
origin is still present in people’s minds is somehow re-
flected in the statement, that the low proportion of in-
habitants with German roots in the neighbourhood is
considered as unfavourably. To some extent, this find-
ing was interpreted as a dissociation of the middle-class
society from Nordhaide. Related is also the underlying
assumption that Munich citizens of German origin tend
to live in Nordhaide only when they are more or less in
precarious situations (see, e.g., NH_B2, NH_B4, NH_B9,
and NH_Ex3 in the Supplementary File). Both assump-
tions mirror the persistence of the traditionally rather
low reputation of the north of Munich, in which the
issues of social disadvantage and ‘immigrants’ are si-
multaneously entangled. This interrelation is also im-
plicitly reflected in the following conversation with a
young woman. However, she emphasizes the diversity in
Nordhaide as a characteristic feature of contemporary
urban societies and, at the same time, clearly insists on
belonging to Munich.
But for us, we’re slowly getting used to it [interna-
tionality and diversity]. Find it’s just part of the pack-
age. This is our Munich now. That’s why I believe that
some people say ‘Yes, it was not so loud and so on.’
And…it’s just getting used to it. But when you’ve seen
it, when you see it all the time in front of you, you
see that it’s normal. This is Munich. (NH_B8 of the
Supplementary File)
Also, the following quote from a conversation with a lo-
cal social worker reflects issues of belonging and recog-
nition in urbanmigration societies. On the one hand, the
interviewee emphasises the integration achievements of
young people with a migration background, which in
essence, however, are equated with efforts in the field
of education. On the other hand, she has a lot of un-
derstanding for their frustration about still being sup-
posed not to belong to Munich’s society or to be treated
as foreign:
But you live there, you have a German passport, you
do your technical college, and even if that is nicely
meant, with those questions, e.g., ‘where are you
from, can we help?’ and so on, it is not nice for the
young people. Because we want integration and that
they (the young people with migration biographies)
feel German and also act as German and then they
do it, so they do everything right….And then they are
treated as if they came ‘from the bush.’ (NH_Ex3 of
the Supplementary File)
The criticism of the social worker refers to the fact that
other members of society do not adequately recognise
precisely these ‘integration’ achievements of young peo-
ple. At the same time, this also reflects a clear accep-
tance of the need for social integration into a host soci-
ety in a relatively traditional way. Underlying to this ar-
gument is an understanding of modernity, in the sense
of a developed, modern and progressive Munich city
society, vs. supposed backwardness of other forms of
societies—an aspect, which is at the heart of postcolo-
nial critique (see, e.g., Ha & Schmiz, 2006). This perspec-
tive can preferably unfold in the consciousness of living
in an urban region that is perceived as attractive, eco-
nomically strong and largely cosmopolitan, and is not sus-
pected of being affected by racism (see, e.g., NH_Ex3 and
NH_Ex4 in the Supplementary File)—a situation which
differs from the Paunsdorf case.
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5.2. Leipzig Paunsdorf: Politicisation and Polarisation
through the Lens of Migration
Weenter the family centre, and a completely different
atmosphere opens up to us. It’s like entering a parallel
universe. We come from the Paunsdorf, with its pre-
fabricated concrete building and its almost deserted
streets, and meet lively activity in the slightly dilap-
idated premises. Children bustle around, you hear
loud confusion and talk. In the kitchen, it is very
crowded. Many women are standing in it….Everyone
is talking to each other. We are noticed and curiously
patterned, but themood does not changemuch. After
a short ‘scanning,’ we are treated quite commonly.
We are not excluded. (Fieldnotes fromMarch 5, 2018)
This brief field note from the family centre, where
women with flight biographies meet with their chil-
dren to cook and eat together with other women, de-
scribes the setting of a self-created space of coexis-
tence, which may, at first glance appear similar to ini-
tiatives in Nordhaide. Since the large-scale housing es-
tate Paunsdorf has gained in importance for the accom-
modation of refugees since 2014/2015, the number of
children with an immigrant background rose sharply.
New tasks, like language problems and different cultural
habits, posed new challenges for everyday life in schools
and kindergartens. In this situation, a youth club on the
outskirts of the district attracted the newcomers more
than other institutions and became a particular resource
for families with a history of flight—not only for young
people but also for their parents. It was at the centre of
the ethnographic fieldwork in Paunsdorf.
5.2.1. The Youth Club: A Protective Space for
Different Needs
The club is more crowded now: All the PlayStation
seats and the billiard room are occupied. I’m called
to table tennis; the big boys’ team wants to join. This
premises on the outskirts of the city form a kind of
own centre. In addition to leisure activities for young
people, it takes among others, on the functions of a
residents’ centre, a canteen and a (migration) coun-
selling, but also enables self-organized projects—like
the women’s café initiated by L. a young mother orig-
ination from Palestine and threatened by expulsion.
Despite lacking resources, however, with enthusiasm,
the urgency of ‘responsibility for integration,’ caused
by the influx of residents with histories of flight into
the neighbourhood, was accepted by the two per-
manently employed pedagogues voluntarily. Around
5 PM, there is soup—especially the younger children
are joining; for them, lunch is essential. M. shouts ‘ha-
lal’ loudly when the meal is announced, but he does
not eat with them. The older ‘Arab’ boys often go to
Aldi and buy snacks. The ‘German’ children seem to
have no money; they have to wait for the soup. How
the parents experience this and how social tensions
arise, can be guessed. Here the pedagogues regularly
provide information. An essential part of their posi-
tioning in the club is the work ‘against the right-wing
radicals.’ (Shortened field notes from February 21,
2018; Kirndörfer, 2019)
The observation in the youth club showed, among
other things, what happens when different marginalised
groups step out into a public space which on the one
hand, is representing a municipal institution, but is, on
the other hand, a protective space, characterised by
openness and affection for multiple needs and aspects
of difference (Kirndörfer, 2019). Here the young people
experience recognition and can also bring their own rules
into play. Beyond that, it is a place of support for families
in distress. In doing so, the youth club appears as a place
where cautious encounters and multiple activities can
break down simple labelling of differences and encour-
age new bonds. However, the process of becoming part
of the existing social fabric, characterised by poverty and
social precarity, provokes struggles for recognition, at-
tention and trust (Kirndörfer, 2019). The distribution and
recognition conflicts, the negotiation of rules in everyday
life of the youth club is not least embedded in the super-
ordinate coexistence in the neighbourhood context and
is affectedwith the supra-local discourse on ‘the German
East’ and the radical right-wing question.
5.2.2. Paunsdorf and the Discourse on the German East
Political phenomena like the upcoming of the AfD, a
right-wing and xenophobic party in Germany and the
PEGIDA (Patriotic Europeans against the Islamisation of
the West) movement, a xenophobic, right-wing pop-
ulist organisation that has been organising demonstra-
tions in the city of Dresden since October 2014, have
gained in importance, especially in the Eastern parts of
Germany. These circumstances are reflected in the lo-
cal voting behaviour, with high proportions of AfD vot-
ers, but also non-voters, for example, compared to the
Munich case study. Also, in comparison to the city av-
erage Paunsdorf strikes out in this respect (Table 1).
Experiences of racism (see, e.g., P_B2, P_B7, and P_B11
in the Supplementary File), xenophobic attitudes and
overall discourses about the German East strongly im-
pact everyday encounters as well as patterns of inter-
pretation and interaction in Paunsdorf (P_B4, P_B11,
and P_Ex7 in the Supplementary File). Against this back-
drop, interviews and field research has shown a firm
intention among many actors in local institutions, like
among others kindergartens and youth clubs, to counter-
act increasing right-wing populism and anti-immigrant
sentiments (see, e.g., P_Ex 3, P_Ex6, and P_Ex10 in the
Supplementary File). Thus, committed actors interpreted
their daily work not only as a task in the field of social
work—much more it is perceived as an explicit political
contribution, as the following example of the youthwork-
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ers in Paunsdorf shows:
It is difficult to place political topics. The parents say,
for example, that there are migrants; I don’t want
that you go there, it is dangerous. So, and then you
know, okay, that’s the way the work is needed. And
somehow you have a position that is against it so that
you simply come into an exchange with young peo-
ple and don’t say okay, we are now doing a political
project here. But that they just see, cool, there are
somehow people who come from outside; they have
a left-wing attitude. And dad says left-wingers are, uh,
are all weird guys, but you’re kind of cool that way,
and that you’re just a role model for them. (P_Ex10,
Supplementary File)
In other discussions, representatives made clear that the
topics of migration and integration are complicated to
convey. They are considered too provocative and should
not be addressed if youwant to achieve your goals. In this
way, dealing with difference and migration has virtually
become a taboo subject in the local society (see, e.g.,
P_B11 and P_Ex6 in the Supplementary File). In the fol-
lowing case from daily work in a day-care centre, the vul-
nerability towards the topic xenophobia becomes clear
once again. Here it refers to the reproach of xenopho-
bia raised by a child of the group to a team member.
The nursery-school teacher interviewed was in a kind of
intermediary position in this conflict:
So, when we recently sat together with the team, and
this became the topic again with this, ‘the child said
tome, I am xenophobic’—this has deeply affected the
teacher because she says: ‘Oh, that has me/I don’t
know at all how to deal with this.’ And then: ‘That’s
not true either.’ Then, when we had finished with the
topic so far, I said again: ‘Yes, I come from a typical
guest-worker family [Turkish inmigrants to western
Germany, who migrated later to eastern Germany],
I know what it means to be…treated xenophobically.’
(P_Ex8, Supplementary File)
Therefore, primarily because of her complex migration
biography, she felt to be entitled, to evaluate the events
neutrally and thus to act as an advocate for her (East
German) colleague in this particular case. Not at least
since staff with migration biographies usually still lacks
in the local institutions, it is more uncertainness how to
deal with the ethnocultural difference in everyday life.
However, these different examples show that the pub-
lic discourses on migration and natio-ethno-cultural dif-
ferences are present and relevant points of references
in everyday work and communication in Paunsdorf. Even
if migration-related diversity is less visible in Paunsdorf
compared to Nordhaide, it is still a dominant theme in
the coexistence—in the sense of a proxy for struggles
around left and right-wing attitudes, and in conjunction
with racism as a permanent underlying issue, stress-free
encounters seem challenging to realise. Here, the youth
club offers newcomers first of all an essential space in
which difference becomes possible, and which repre-
sents in the case of the women with flight biographies,
in particular, a place of protected intimacy (Kirndörfer,
2019). Hence, the high value of places in the neighbour-
hood, becomes particularly evidentwhere low-threshold
encounters are possible, and people work together cau-
tious, in rather unspectacular interactions and situation-
specific encounters, such as youth clubs, day-care cen-
tres, family centres or other associations.
6. Ordinary Places and Actors of Urban Migration
Societies
The juxtaposition of the two districts Leipzig Paunsdorf
andMunichNordhaide illustrated howpaths of urbanmi-
gration histories and overall socioeconomic framework
conditions influence the local negotiation and subjective
perception of migration and diversity in the urban ev-
ery day. Due to considerable and rapid changes in the
social composition of its residents, the handling of in-
ternational immigration in Paunsdorf was more often
problematized in connectionwith overburdening and dis-
tributive justice—not least concerning a supposed lack of
public attention for this district and its residents. This ap-
plies to some extent, also for Nordhaide. However, in this
neighbourhood, a rather unexcited and routinized coex-
istence among residents can unfold against the backdrop
of the consciousness of living in an urban region, which
is perceived to be, beyond others, economic attractive
and largely cosmopolitan. Leipzig, in contrast, is strug-
gling more intensively with tensions in dealing with of
increasing societal plurality against the backdrop of vari-
ous frictions after the political changes and the overall re-
alities and debates of racism and growing xenophobia in
East Germany. Hence, the case study examples illustrate,
how dealing with natio-ethno-cultural difference is prac-
tised on the local level is not at least shaped by particular
discourses on the supra-local scale.
If a postmigrant society is first of all considered as a
society in the process of negotiating its identity and fu-
ture under the terms of global mobility, then these nego-
tiations are conducted in Paunsdorf more strikingly and
vulnerable than in Nordhaide. Even though the effects
of different urban migration histories as well as socioe-
conomic contexts are of considerable relevance in both
case studies, a development-oriented perspective must
be called into question. From a corresponding perspec-
tive, the Munich case study could appear as an ideal-
typical pioneer in dealing with natio-ethno-cultural di-
versity and difference. Leipzig-Paunsdorf, on the other
hand, could, in the sense of a linear model of migrant in-
corporation, be misunderstood as a sample for a ‘catch-
up development.’ More relevant than hierarchical eval-
uations are therefore analytical perspectives that con-
sider places of encounters and conviviality in the migra-
tion society simultaneously as contested places of so-
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cial and class recognition on different scales. Foroutan
(2016), for example, assumes that postmigrant societies
are precisely characterized by the growing tensions be-
tween those who understand democracy as equal rights
for all citizens and those who demand more rights for
their group, be it defined, ethnically, religiously or na-
tionally. In the Paunsdorf example, these tensions ap-
pear rougher and more polarizing—and also refer to un-
equal power relations in the national context. At the
same time, the daily work of the people in the local in-
stitutions is continuously questioning and temporarily
abolishing the influence of overall political and societal
discourses in everyday situations. This was, beyond oth-
ers, shown by women’s cafés, in the premises of the
youth club Paunsdorf as well as in the residents’ centre
in Nordhaide, organised by individual women: In the dif-
ferent settings, these events developed similar open dy-
namics of togetherness. Beyond that, everyday life fre-
quently reveals, that not ethnic-national-cultural affilia-
tion but first of all the financial, educational and social ac-
cess to certain offers in the urban societies under consid-
eration makes the difference in coexistence. In this con-
text, the studied examples inMunich as well as in Leipzig
show the importance of the ‘ordinary’ places and their
actors, where participation is struggled for, and recogni-
tion is experienced, and who thus actively contribute in
shaping urban society.
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